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Octaber 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communicatlons Commlsalon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my oppositien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a
cohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongiy that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers' ablilty to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can craate. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged mere money for Inferlor functionallty.

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, { would actually be fess likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
anhd other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Benjamin HIll

6805 SE 32nd St

Mercer island, WA 98040
UsA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commlgsion
445 12th Street, NwW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powall,

i am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg movie studlos to veto features of DTV=reception equipment will enable the studies to tell technologlsts
what hew preducts they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actualiy be ess likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other agulpment. | will hot pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
kroadeast flag technhology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Ed Dawson

815 Briarwood Way
Campbell, CA 95008
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chaigman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television, As a consumer aad citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive marlet for consurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-teception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor

functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadecast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Harvey Scobie

35 Andrew St, Apt 24
Manchester, NH 03104
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chaionan Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadesst flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactuters' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Tan Miller

7520 20th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115
LJISA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commiesion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powsll,

T am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actnally be less likely to make an investment in DT Vs=capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the hehest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for dipital television. Thank yon for your time.

Sincerely,

Ethan Mandel

940 Bonnie EBrae
River Forest, IL 60305
USA
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Oectobar 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communicatiorns Comimlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Powall,

I am wilting to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
cohsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit Ih me belhg charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wili not pay more for devices that (Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadesst flag technology tor digital teievision. Thank you tor your time.,

Sincerely,

Antanlo Rodriguez
1230 Pendleton St
Apt. 7-G

Columbla, SC 29201
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to volee my opposition to ehy FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag" technology for digital télevision. As a
cohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
eustomers. Allowing movle studlos te veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that den't necessarlly reflect what consumers flke me
actually want, end It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

It the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less [lkely to make an Ihvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do hot mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Richard Chevalley

3 Fairfax Clrele
Fredericksburg, VA 224085
UsSa
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Cetober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michag! Powell,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Itkely to make an Ihvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will hot pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Erle Brown

31 Gryn Ct

lowa Clty, IA 52246
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wrting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V.capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rghts at the behest of Hallywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chatles Tropp
2267 S Franklin
Denver, CO 80210
USA



Page 1 of 1 4:56:08 PM, 10/11/03 5413023089 -

QOctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studion ta veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. Thie will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality,

If the FCC issues & broadeast flag mandate, I would sctually be less likely to make an investment in DTV=capable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for yous time.

Sincerely,

Michael Chytracek
233 5 William St
Joliet, IL 60436
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

garth rogers

642 Magnolia Dave
San Mateo, CA 94402
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chajonan Michae]l K. Powell

Federal Communications Comrnission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, I3.C. 20554

Deasr Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, ] feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equiprnent will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality,

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Nicholson

312 Mountain High Dr
Antioch, TN 37013
USA



Page 1 of 1 5:04:11 PM, 10/11/03 5413023089 -

October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20564

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more monegy for inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llikely to make an Investment In DTV-capabile recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadecast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Troy Klbodeaux

1719 oak meadow drive
Kemah, TX 77565

USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

T am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitel television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bed for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC ismes a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Holiywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Andrew Dehel

1549 Qregon St.
Berkeley, CA 94703
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chaiornan Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infertor
functionality,

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
teceivers and other aquipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Leonard Gottesman
3035 Federal Hill D¢
Falls Church, VA 22044
UsSA
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October 11. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NHU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael]l Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Steve Smoot

1336 Willard, Apt B
San Francisco, CA 94117
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Miehael K. Powel|

Federal Communlications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20564

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
cohsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can ¢reate. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Ihvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do hot mandate
broadecast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Slnceraly,

Stephen Cotterlll
46652 Red Oak Drive
Northville, MI 48187
USA



Page 1 of 1 5:15:52 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

Cetober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Pawal|

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powall,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadceast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimsate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleetronics must be rected In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionallty.

it the PCC lesues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Tanmay Gokhale
17343 W Copper Lakes
Houston, TX 77095
USA
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Oetaber 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadecast flag" technology for digitsl television. As a
consumer and citizen, | fee! strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios ta tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC lssues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment [n DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Mae Ling Mak

TE30 gesry bivd

apt #1068

San Franclsco, CA 94121
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadoast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologsts what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues o broadcast flag mandate, I would aotually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Nicholas Moore
5311 Millwood Ct
Lonisville, KY 40251
UsA
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Octeber 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Pawall

Federal Communlcations Comemnlission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powali,

| am writihg to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, 1 feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A rohust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studles to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlll enable the studios to tell techneloglsts
what new products they can create. This will result in preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would sctually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do hot mandate
broadcast flag technofogy for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Ross Fontenot
3121 Johnston St
Lafayette, LA 70503
USA
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October 11. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Hichael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functicnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour tinme.

Sincerely.

Quen Williams

226 South Street

Apt 1

Jamaica Plain., MA 02130
USA

8:20:56 AM, 10/11/03 5413023009
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU :
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Pouell.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadeast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely,

Brent Pellinen

3205 Hennepin Ave S. #2
Minneapolis, MN 55408
Usa
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Qetaber 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Fowell

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a

consumer ahd cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adopfion of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil technologlsts
what hew products they ean create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC Issues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers

ahd other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Frankensteln
104 W. 70th St.
Apartment 8D
Apartment 8D

New York, NY 10023
USA
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October 11. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington., D.C. 20554

Demar Hichael Powell.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, conmpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywvood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank yvou for your time.

Sincerely,

Mark Popham

235 W.103 St., Apt. 2G
New York. NY 10025

Usi



